06-19-06 



02:23PM FROIk^UERCHANT & GOULD P.C. 



206-342-6201 



T-055 P, 005/0 II F-458 



App.No. 10/727^99 
Amendment Dated: June 19, 2006 
Reply to Office Action of April 19, 2006 

Amendments to the Claims; 

1 (currently amended): A computer-readable medium, comprising; 

a first conqponent for interpreting a word-processor document stored as an XML file; and 

a second component for placing at least one marker within the word-processor document 
indicating at least one error selected from a grammar error and a spelling erro r: wherein the 
marker is a single tag that does not overlap the error and does not overlap other elements within 
the word-processor document , 

2 (original): The computer-readable medium of Claim 1, further comprising a third 
component for placing a proof state within the word-processor document. 

3 (currently amended): The computer-readable medium of Claim 1 , wherein the 
second component for placing the at least one marker within the word-processor document 
further comprises placing a start tag and an end tag within the word-processor document around 
the error: wherein the start tag does not overlap the enror and wherein the end tag does not 
overlap the crroy. 

4 (currently amended): The computer-readable medium of Claim 3, wherein 
placing the start tag and the end tag within the word-processor document around the error, 
furttier comprises placing a granmiar start tag before the grammar erroy and a grammar end tag 
aroxmd after d ie grammar error and a spelling start tag before the spelling error a nd a spelling 
end tag around after t he spelling error. 

5 (original): The computer-readable medium of Claim 2, wherein the third component 
for placing the proof state witiiin the word-processor document^ iurdier comprises indicating 
when the word-processor document is in a clean state. 

6 (original): The computer-readable medium of Claim 2, wherein the third component 
for placing the proof state within the word^processor document^ further comprises placing a 
spelling proof state property. 
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7 (original): The computer-readable medium of Claim 2, wherein the third component 
for placing the proof state within the word-processor document, flirther comprises placing a 
grammar proof state property. 

8 (currently amended): A method for indicating errors within a word-processor 
document, comprising: 

interpreting a word-processor document stored as an XML file; 

placing a first marker within the word-processor document indicating a start of at least 
one error selected from a grammar error and a spelling eiro r: wherein the first marker is a single 
tag that does not overlap the error and does not overlap other element;? within the word-processor 
document; and 

placing a second marker within the word-processor document indicating an end of the at 
least one error selected fix^m the grammar error and the spelling erro r: wherein the second 
marker is a single tag that does not overlap the error and docs not overlap other elements within 
the word-processor document . 

9 (original): The method of Claim 8, further comprising placing a proof state within the 
word-processor document. 

10 (original): The method of Claim 9, wherein placing the first marker and the second 
marker within the word-processor document, fUrther comprises placing a grammar start tag and a 
grammar end tag around any grammar error. 

1 1 (original): The method of Claim 9, wherein placing the first marker and the second 
marker within the word-processor document, further comprises placing a spelling start tag and a 
spelling end tag around any spelling error. 

12 (original): The method of Claim 9, wherein placing the proof state within the word- 
processor document* funher comprises indicating when the word-processor document is in a 
clean state and a dirty state. 
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13 (original): The method of Claim 12, wherein placing the proof state within the word- 
processor document, ftirther comprises placing a spelling proof state property. 

14 (original): The method of Claim 13, wherein placing the proof sutc within the word- 
processor document, further comprises placing a grammar proof state property. 

15 (currently amended): A system for indicating errors within a word-processor 
docimient, comprising: 

a markup language file output by a word processor that includes a first marker and a 
second marker indicating a start and an end of at least one error selected from a grammar error 
and a spelling error wherein the first m arker is a single tag that does not overlap the error and 
does not overlap other elements with in the markup language file and wherein the second marker 
is a single tag that does not overlap the error and does not overlap other elements within the 
markup language file: and 

a validation engine configured to validate the markup language jGle; and 

an application configured to read a markup language file created in accordance with a 
schema. 

16 (previously presented): The system of Claim 15, wherein the markup language file 
is an XML file. 

17 (previously presented): The system of Claim 16, wherein the markup language file 
further comprises a proof state. 

18 (original): The system of Claim 16, wherein the first marker and the second marker 
correspond to a grammar start tag and a granmiar end tag. 

1 9 (original): The system of Claim 1 6, wherein Ae first marker and the second marker 
correspond to a spelling start tag and a spelling end tag. 

20 (original): The system of Claim 1 7, wherein the proof state, further comprises a clean 
state and a dirty state. 
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2 1 (origmal): The system of Claim 20, wherein the proof state further comprises a 
spelling proof state property and a grammar proof state property. 
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